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which abolishes the Parker River Wildlife Refuge in Essex County, Massa- 
chusetts, and H. R. 4108 which reduces the refuge in area to a part of the 
tract known as Plum Island. Both bills are a direct threat to our national 
waterfowl restoration program and are not sound approaches to the local 
situation. 
The Bates bill H. R. 3578 which eliminates the three isolated and 
separate tracts from the refuge was the agreed-upon compromise of the 
Massachusetts Conservation Council and other conservation groups in 
that state. 
It is further resolved that we favor the enactment of this compromise 
bill, H. R. 3578, in order that this controversy may he ended and proper 
administration be set up in the remaining three coastal units of the refuge. 
Mr. Day: There was a question in my mind with regard to this resolution. 
I do not know whether it is good policy or not to pass it. It is a long drawn out 
controversy. Three bills were introduced last year, one to abolish the refuge, 
another to reduce it, and another to reduce it still further. The legal people up 
there are pulling and hauling on it, and I presume this resolution might be of 
some benefit for the International, so I am inclined to withdraw my objection 
and let it go along. I am in some doubt, however, as to what the effects are 
going to be. 
I withdraw my objection because I know that the Resolutions Committee 
and the sponsors of the resolution have taken this action in an effort to be 
helpful to the Fish and Wildlife Service in settling this controversy. My 
appreciation of this interest outweighs my objection, which is based on doubt 
on the question as to whether it will really assist. 
Mr. Morgan (Florida): I move adoption of the resolution. 
(The motion was seconded by Mr. Bagley of Wyoming and agreed to.) 
The President: The last resolution is with regard to the Superior National 
Forest and Quetico-Superior wilderness areas. 
Mr. Rider: The resolution is as follows: 
17. Superior National Forest and Quetico-Superior Wilderness Areas 
We re-affirm our support of the program for consolidation of the road- 
less or wilderness areas in the Superior National Forest and for the estab- 
lishment, in cooperation with the appropriate authorities in Canada, of an 
international wilderness memorial area on both sides of the boundary. To 
that end, we urge the prompt passage by Congress of the roadless area 
consolidation bill H. R. 2642, S. 1090, providing for federal acquisition of 
««
V1terand fn+the area and for adecluate compensation for the^oeal coun- ties in lieu of taxes on government land. 
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 ?ornmend the Department of Lands and Forests of the Province 
of Ontario for its far-sighted action in withholding permits for commercial 
developments in Quetico Provincial Park, pending further action on the 
roadless area bill by Congress. In consideration of this favorable action by 
the Province of Ontario, we urge that passage of the roadless arpn Kill 
expedited to the utmost and that thePProv1Le of OntaS bf requeLel 
meantime to grant such further postponement of commercial develonments 
m Quetico Provincial Park as may be necessary. merc,al developments 
Mr. Swift (Wisconsin): Here again, Mr. President, I just want to get a 
httle informafcmr l am unequivocally for these wilderness areas, but I would 
ask Mr. Wilson whether this would diminish at all the present wilderness area. 
Mr. Wilson (Minnesota): No. The term “wilderness area” is just a popu- 
lar expression applied to that whole region on both sides of the international 
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boundary in northern Minnesota and the southern part of western Ontario. 
The area is officially known on the American side as the roadless area of the 
Superior National Forest and on the Canadian side as the Quetico Provincial 
Park. Roadless areas were established by order or regulation of the Secretary 
of Agriculture on recommendation of the United States Forest Service several 
years ago. There are proposals for some slight modifications of the boundaries 
of that area, but those modifications are not incorporated in this bill. In fact, 
in this bill there is nothing about these roadless area boundaries. It does 
define a smaller area within which the purchase of private land is authorized 
by the bill in order to consolidate the roadless areas. That area was described 
exactly in the bill in order to avoid any question about where this money 
would be applied. The area was selected by the United States Forest Service 
as the area in which there was the largest number of private holdings that 
required to be purchased for protective purposes. 
Mr. Swift: I did not want to see these roadless areas reduced at all, and 
that is why I asked the question. 
Mr. Wilson: Any shrinkage that there has been has already resulted from 
the encroachment by private ownership, some of which probably cannot be 
undone. What this bill undertakes to do is to save everything that can be 
saved of what remains of the interior of this roadless area. There are some 
negotiations in progress between the United States Forest Service and the 
local county boards and other local interests for modification of the roadless 
area boundaries in the interests of better administration. The Forest Service 
has conceded that some of these modifications are desirable, but they have not 
yet been made officially. If and when they are made it will be by a further 
order of the Secretary of Agriculture after full consideration. 
Mr. Swift: Thank you very much. 
(The resolution was agreed to.) 
The President: That completes the resolutions as submitted by the Reso- 
lutions Committee. Are there any other resolutions to be submitted from 
the floor? 
Mr. Feast (Colorado): Mr. Chairman, I have two resolutions that I might 
submit; they were too late to be considered by the Resolutions Committee. 
The first one is from Ross Leonard of Utah: 
U. S. Forest Service — Grazing Regulations 
Whereas the U. S. Forest Service is one of the oldest soil and forest 
conservation agencies in the nation ; and 
Whereas there is a movement under way apparently to discredit _ the 
administration of this Service as evidenced by the recent land use hearings 
conducted by Congressman Barrett of Wyoming; and 
Whereas it is felt that as a result of these hearings and the publicity 
incident thereto, the Forest Service may be reduced in their appropriation 
for the administration of the soil and its cover; 
Therefore be it resolved that the International Association of Game, 
Fish and Conservation Commissioners go on record opposing the_ apparent 
prejudice that has been manifested in the conduct of these hearings ; and 
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